REMARKS 

This Amendment and Response to Office Action is submitted in response to the outstanding 
Office Action mailed October 22, 2002. Claims 1-28 are pending in the above-referenced 
application. The Examiner rejected claim 25 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. The 
Examiner also rejected claims 1-5,7-8, 14-18, and 26 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,022,044 to Cherry (hereinafter, "Cherry"). The Examiner rejected claim 6 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cherry in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,073,961 to 
Bailey et al. (hereinafter, "Bailey"). The Examiner objected to claims 9-12, 19-24, 27 and 28. It is 
believed that the Examiner also intended to object to claim 13 in view of the fact that it is not 
rejected in the body of the Office Action and it is similar in scope to claim 24. By this paper, claims 
1 and 25 have been amended. In view of these amendments and the following remarks, 
reconsideration and allowance of claims 1-28 is respectfully requested. 

REJECTION OF CLAIM 25 UNDER 35 U.S.C. §112 

The Examiner rejected claim 25 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as being indefinite. 
The Applicant has amended claim 25 to clarify the language of the claim. This is a non-limiting 
amendment. The amended claim retains the same scope as the original claim. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. 

REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1-5, 7-8, 14-18 and 26 UNDER 35 U.S.C. 102(b) OVER 
CHERRY 

The Examiner rejected claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) based on Cherry. It is well settled 
that under 35 U.S.C. Section 102 "an invention is anticipated if . . . all the claim limitations [are] 
shown in a single art prior art reference. Every element of the claimed invention must be literally 
present, arranged as in the claim. The identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is 
contained in the patent claim." Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., Ltd., 9 US.P.Q.2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. 
Cir. 1989). See also MPEP §2131. 

Significant elements of claim 1 , as amended, are not disclosed by Cherry. Claim 1 recites a 
"at least one second attachment member capable of securing a second portion of the module to the 



interior of the vehicle." The amendment recites that the second portion of the module is secured to 
the interior of the vehicle. This amendment is of similar scope to that of the objected to claims 
(claims 9-12, 19-24, 27 and 28) which recite different kinds of second attachment members which 
secure a portion of the module to the vehicle interior. Therefore, Applicant submits that this 
amendment overcomes the rejections. 

The Examiner asserts that the second attachment member of claim 1 is disclosed by the 
housing 26 of Cherry. The housing 26 secures the airbag 14 in a folded or rolled state. There is no 
disclosure in Cherry of the housing 26 securing "a portion of the module to the interior of the 
vehicle" as recited in amended claim 1 . 

Moreover, amended claim 1 recites "at least one second attachment member capable of 
securing a second portion of the module to the interior of the vehicle, said second portion being 
between the first portion of the module and a bottom portion of the module, when the first portion of 
the module is secured to the interior of the vehicle." As noted above, the first attachment member 
secures a first portion of the module and the second attachment member secures a second portion of 
the module to the vehicle interior. However, when the first portion of the module is secured, the 
second portion of the module is positioned between the first portion and the bottom portion. 
Because the housing 26 in Cherry fails to secure a portion of the module to the vehicle interior, the 
housing 26 also fails to secure a second portion between a first portion and bottom portion of the 
module. 

Therefore, Cherry does not disclose a second attachment member as recited in claim 1 . 
Applicant respectfully suggests that Cherry fails to disclose or suggest significant elements of claim 
1 . Therefore, a prima facie case of anticipation has not been made with respect to claim 1 . 

Claim 26 includes substantially the same features as set forth and described above in relation 
to claim 1 . Applicant submits that claim 26 is allowable for at least the same reasons as claim 1 . 
Furthermore, claims 2-5, and 7-8 depend directly or indirectly from claim 1 and are allowable as 
being dependent from allowable base claims. 

Regarding claim 14, significant elements of claim 14, are not disclosed by Cherry. Claim 14 
recites a "a second attachment member secured to an out-board side of the covering." The Examiner 
asserts that the second attachment member is the housing 26 in Cherry. The Examiner suggests that 



the second attachment member secured to an out-board side of the covering is disclosed in Figure 1 
of Cherry. The housing 26 secures the airbag 14 in a folded or rolled state. 

The Supreme Court has said that "[e]ach element contained in a patent claim is deemed 
material to defining the scope of the patented invention..." Warner-Jenkinson Co., Inc. v. Hilton 
Davis Chemical Co., 520 U.S. 17, 41, USPQ2d 1865 (1997). Claim 14 recites "a second attachment 
member" and "a covering" as separate elements. In addition, the second attachment member is 
secured to the covering. 

Because the second attachment member and covering are separate elements, the single 
element, housing 26 of Cherry, can not be interpreted as a second attachment member and a 
covering. The housing 26 may be considered the covering. There is no disclosure in Cherry of the 
housing 26 being "secured to an out-board side of the covering." Thus, if the housing 26 is 
considered the covering, the housing 26 can not also be the second attachment member "secured to 
the out-board side of the covering." 

Applicant submits that Cherry does not include the element of "a second attachment member 
secured to an out-board side of the covering." Therefore, claim 14 is allowable over Cherry. Claims 
15-18 depend directly or indirectly from claim 14 and are allowable for at least the same reasons. 

Accordingly, claims 2-5, 7-8, and 15-18 are allowable as being dependent from allowable 
base claims. Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-5, 7-8, 14-18 
and 26 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b). 

REJECTION OF CLAIM 6 UNDER 35 U.S.C. 103(a) OVER CHERRY IN VIEW OF 
BAILEY 

The Examiner rej ected claim 6 under 35U.S.C.§103(a) based on the combination of Cherry 
in view of Bailey. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Examiner bears the initial burden of establishing a prima facie case of obviousness. See 
MPEP § 2142. To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, there must be some suggestion or 
motivation to combine reference teachings. See id. The factual inquiry whether to combine 
references "must be based on objective evidence of record." In re Sang-Su Lee, 277 F.3d 1338, 1 343 
(Fed. Cir. 2002). As stated recently by the Federal Circuit: 
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[A] rejection cannot be predicated on the mere identification ... of 
individual components of claimed limitations. Rather, particular 
findings must be made as to the reason the skilled artisan, with no 
knowledge of the claimed invention, would have selected these 
components for combination in the manner claimed. 

In re Kotzab, 217 F.3d 1365, 1371, 55 USPQ2d 1313,1317 (Fed. Cir. 2000). Finally, even if there is 
some suggestion or motivation to combine prior art references, the combination of the prior art 
references must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. MPEP § 2142. 

Claim 6 depends from claim 5 which depends from amended claim 1 . Applicant submits that 
claim 6 is allowable for at least the same reasons discussed above in relation to amended claim 1 . 

The claimed invention relates to first and second attachment members for different portions 
of an airbag module. Specifically, claim 6 recites that "the first attachment members are secured to 
the covering." The first attachment members are set forth in claim 1 and the covering is set forth in 
claim 5. 

Cherry discloses a support device 32 which includes an initial connector 42 in the form of a 
hook 44 and a fastener portion 52 for receiving final connectors 45 such as screws or barbed tree 
pins. See Cherry Figures 1-4, col. 3 line 21 through col. 4 line 55. Cherry also discloses a housing 
26 which is positioned around the airbag cushion 14. See Cherry col. 3, lines 53-61. Bailey 
discloses an inflatable side airbag curtain module having an airbag 22 which includes retainer clips 
100 a, b used to secure the airbag 22 to the roof rail 38. See Bailey col. 3 lines 10-20. 

However, neither Cherry nor Bailey disclose or suggest all the limitations in the independent 
claim 1 . Specifically, as explained above, Cherry does not disclose or suggest a "second attachment 
member capable of securing a second portion of the module to the interior of the vehicle." 
Furthermore, Cherry does not disclose or suggest a first and second attachment member which 
positions portions of the module as recited in claim 1 when a first portion is secured. Finally, 
Applicant finds no disclosure or suggestion in Bailey for a "second attachment member." 

Even if there were some motivation to combine the Cherry and Bailey references, this 
combination still does not teach or suggest all the claim limitations. As stated above, Cherry 
does not teach "a second attachment member capable of securing a second portion of the module 
to the interior of the vehicle." Applicant submits that Bailey does not teach or suggest "a second 



attachment member" at all. Accordingly, the combination of Cherry and Bailey does not teach or 



suggest "a second attachment member capable of securing a second portion of the module to the 
interior of the vehicle." 

Thus, for the reasons outlined above, Applicant respectfully asserts that the Examiner has 
failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness in view of Cherry and Bailey. Therefore, 
Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection of claim 6 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant submits that claims 1 -28 are in a condition for allowance. 
If there are any remaining issues preventing allowance of the pending claims that may be clarified by 
telephone, the Examiner is requested to call the undersigned. 

Attached hereto is a marked-up version of the changes made to the claims by the current 
amendment. The attached page is captioned " Version With Markings To Show Chanees Made " 



Respectfully submitted, 




Reg. No. 37,788 
Attorney for Applicant 




Autoliv ASP, Inc. 
3350 Airport Road 
Ogden, Utah 84405 



Telephone: (801) 625-4800 
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VERSION WITH MARKINGS TO SHOW CHANGES MADE 



IN THE CLAIMS 

Claims 1 and 25 have been amended as follows: 

1 . (Amended) An airbag curtain module, comprising: 

an inflatable curtain having a first edge and a second edge, the inflatable curtain 
being positionable in an uninflated folded state; 

a plurality of first attachment members positioned adjacent the first edge of the 
curtain, the first attachment members being capable of securing a first portion of the 
module to the interior of a vehicle; and 

at least one second attachment member capable of securing a second portion of 
the module to the interior of the vehicle , said second portion being between the first 
portion of the module and a bottom portion of the module, when the first portion of the 
module is secured to the interior of the vehicle. 

25. (Amended) A vehicle occupant restraint module, comprising: 

an inflatable curtain having a first edge and a second edge, the inflatable curtain 

being positionable in an uninflated folded state; 

a covering configured to at least partially enclose the inflatable curtain in a folded 

state; 

a plurality of first attachment members configured to receive a connector for 
securing the module to the interior of a vehicle; and 



• 



a plurality of magnets secured [in spaced relationship] to an out-board side of the 
covering, at least one magnet being positioned between a first attachment member and a 
bottom portion of the covering when the curtain is in a folded state within the covering, 
and the module is secured to a vehicle interior. 
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